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" The MAIUNG DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 

THE REPLY FILED 03 April 2002 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 
Therefore further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this app Son i A propt7reblv to a 
f Jn n niiffin° r n a n nder 37 C £ R V 1 1 ? be either: < 1 > a mel f filed amendment'! Klrt ?TacS the?J£SSl5i"n 

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) S The period for reply expires 3_months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) □ The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection, whichever is later. In no 

^1™'™ the Statut0ry period for reply expire later ,han SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejection 

?o« n^ HECK ™ IS B ° X WHEN THE RRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN ™° MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION See MPEP 

/Uo. 07(f). 

h«* hfpn^H 5 66 ° btained ^ d6r 37 CFR 1 1 36 < a >- The date on which the P^ition under 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a) and the appropriate extension fee 

37 CFR 1 ^^^^^ T nin w 9 ^ * eXtenSi ° n and the corres P° ndin 9 "ount of the fee. The appropriate extension fee under 
7m k 7 (a) calc " lated f om ' (1) the ex P |rat 'on date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in the final Office action; or (2) as set forth in 

1.13 A Notice of Appeal was filed on 03 April 2002 . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 
37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2. Q The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) □ they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: . 

3. K Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): See Continuation Sheet . 

4. D Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

The a)D affidavit, b)D exhibit, or c)^ request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 
application in condition for allowance because: See Continuation Sheet . 

6. D The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7. [3 For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)D will not be entered pr.b)E3 will be entered and an 

explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: 71 

Claim(s) rejected: 1-10 and 12-21 . 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: . 

8. Q The proposed drawing correction filed on is a)Q approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). . 

10. D Other: 
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Continuation of 5 does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: Applicant argues that the Schultz and Benntf 
references are not combinable. Applicant points out that Schultz is directed to draw poker and ftltartrt l^on a S Sa 

video slot machme. The examiner disagrees with Applicant. Bennet and Schultz are similar in that they iSmZJ^^M^ 
machine that discloses wild symbols in symbol positions. Bennet is relied upon to teach the reel type sk>t Zb^toXZiSialm* 
invention. Applicant has based the bulk of his arguments on arguing the references separately. vL^^^Z'iS^ZT 
the Bennet and Schultz references to meet the limitations of the claims. Applicant also argues that Schulte doel not die ose aTrigaerin q 
event. Again, Applicant has argued the references singly. Schultz has not been cited for teaching this feature However Benne 
discloses th,s feature of a triggering event. Applicant also argues that the instant claim feature of "determining gaJHSasbaaad on 
predetermined combinations of displayed game symbols and wild symbols" is not taught by the prior art of reco?d The "exaSer 
disagrees. Bennet is cited for teaching this feature. Also, Schultz provides an outcome feature of determining an outcome based on the 
game symbols and wild game symbols in a combination {a hand of wild card symbols mixed with regular game card symbols} The 
examiner has carefully pointed out the teachings of the instant claims that can be found in the prior art (see Final rejection paper #1 0) 
The examiner maintains her rejections of the claims as they are currently written. However, Applicant's arguments have overcome the 
examiners prior art rejection of claim 11. This claim would be allowable if rewritten to include all the limitations of the base claim 
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